in         PHYLOGENY AND HISTORY         59

But is there really any reason for assuming history
to be an evolutionary unity ? Is it not a mere
logical postulate, quite barren when brought face to
face with facts ?

No doubt we do not yet know for a fact that
history is a unity in becoming. On the contrary,
we see certain features in history that seem to
make its evolutionary character unknowable in
principle, or at least extremely difficult to discover.
In the first place, if the suprapersonal wholeness in
becoming exists^ there is certainly a great deal of
chance mixed up with it. This feature, which to a
certain extent appears also in phylogeny and even in
individual biology, will be studied in the next
lecture on a larger scale, Secondly, a strange diffi-
culty arises from the fact that the historian is him-
self a link in the evolutionary process he intends to
discover, that process being by no means finished.
He is really in the position in which an embryonic
cell would be, supposing it were a thinking being
and we asked it to say whether the strange collection
of processes* amidst which it stands, is a supra-
cellular unity or not. Thirdly, there is the question,
What can the supposed end of historical evolution
be? Certainly not a material state, as the end of
ontogeny is* But if immaterial, nothing can be said
about it. Even with respect to- individual entelechy
we were only able to speak about its effects., we could
not say what ic was in itself, and this quite apart
from metaphysical problems.

The problem of a real evolution in history, then,
seems in fact to be hardly approachable. And yet